The purpose of the study was to compare the efficacy and safety of induction of labor with misoprostol amongst primiparas, multiparas and grandmultiparas. STUDY DESIGN: We conducted a retrospective cohort study of all women who underwent induction of labor with prostaglandin E1. Inclusion criteria included term singleton pregnancies. Exclusion criteria included multiple gestation, history of Cesarean delivery, and fetuses with intrauterine growth restrictions or known anomalies. All women received 50 micrograms misoprostol orally and this dose was repeated every four hours if active labor did not develop, up to a maximal dose of 300 micrograms. We divided the women into three groups: primiparas, multiparas (defined as parity of 1-4), and grandmultiparas (defined as para 5 and above). Primary outcome was mode of delivery and secondary outcome was neonatal 5 minute Apgar and umbilical cord (UA) pH. We defined efficiency as the duration from administration of the first cytotec dose until delivery. We also collected data on maternal and neonatal complications. RESULTS: Between January-December 2017, 1713 women underwent induction of labor: 523 were primiparas, 656 were multiparas and 534 were grandmultiparas. Four hundred and seventy-nine (91.6%) primiparas delivered vaginally as did 640 (97.6%) multiparas and 521(97.6%) grandmultiparas. Induction to delivery interval was significantly longer in primiparas (mean: 29.7 hours; 95% CI: 27.8-31.7 hours), and there was no significant difference between multiparas (mean: 18.6 hours; 95% CI: 17.3-20.0 hours) and grandmultiparas (mean: 18.6 hours; 95% CI: 17.0 -20.1 hours). There were no cases of uterine rupture, and the rates of postpartum hemorrhage and endometritis were similar among the three groups The rate of 5 minute Apgar score below 7 and UA pH<7.1 were not significantly different between the groups. CONCLUSION: Using misoprostol for labor induction is efficient and safe in primiparas, multiparas, and grandmultiparas. OBJECTIVE: To evaluate the association of the length of a passive second stage on complications of labor STUDY DESIGN: The pregnancy, labor, and delivery outcomes for Certified Nurse Midwife patients at a tertiary care hospital have been prospectively entered into a quality assurance database since 2006. These women were all considered appropriate for midwifery care prenatally and thus represent a relatively low-risk population. Term pregnancies without an indication for cesarean delivery on presentation to labor and delivery were eligible for analysis. It is the standard practice of the CNM group to encourage women with Poster Session III ajog.org
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The purpose of the study was to compare the efficacy and safety of induction of labor with misoprostol amongst primiparas, multiparas and grandmultiparas. STUDY DESIGN: We conducted a retrospective cohort study of all women who underwent induction of labor with prostaglandin E1. Inclusion criteria included term singleton pregnancies. Exclusion criteria included multiple gestation, history of Cesarean delivery, and fetuses with intrauterine growth restrictions or known anomalies. All women received 50 micrograms misoprostol orally and this dose was repeated every four hours if active labor did not develop, up to a maximal dose of 300 micrograms. We divided the women into three groups: primiparas, multiparas (defined as parity of 1-4), and grandmultiparas (defined as para 5 and above). Primary outcome was mode of delivery and secondary outcome was neonatal 5 minute Apgar and umbilical cord (UA) pH. We defined efficiency as the duration from administration of the first cytotec dose until delivery. We also collected data on maternal and neonatal complications. RESULTS: Between January-December 2017, 1713 women underwent induction of labor: 523 were primiparas, 656 were multiparas and 534 were grandmultiparas. Four hundred and seventy-nine (91.6%) primiparas delivered vaginally as did 640 (97.6%) multiparas and 521(97.6%) grandmultiparas. Induction to delivery interval was significantly longer in primiparas (mean: 29.7 hours; 95% CI: 27.8-31.7 hours), and there was no significant difference between multiparas (mean: 18.6 hours; 95% CI: 17.3-20.0 hours) and grandmultiparas (mean: 18.6 hours; 95% CI: 17.0 -20.1 hours). There were no cases of uterine rupture, and the rates of postpartum hemorrhage and endometritis were similar among the three groups The rate of 5 minute Apgar score below 7 and UA pH<7.1 were not significantly different between the groups. CONCLUSION: Using misoprostol for labor induction is efficient and safe in primiparas, multiparas, and grandmultiparas. an epidural, no urge to push, and stable maternal and fetal status to have a passive second stage until the urge to push is felt. Recorded times for completed cervical dilation and the start of expulsive efforts were used to calculate passive descent time. Passive descent times greater than 2 standard deviations from the mean were excluded. Passive descent was treated as a continuous independent variable in three multiple logistic regressions predicting need for cesarean delivery (CD), development of clinical chorioamnionitis, and experience of a postpartum hemorrhage (>500mL for vaginal delivery and >1000mL for CD) respectively. The models were constructed using forward/backward model building techniques. Parity, maternal age, estimated gestational age, and neonatal weight were considered as additional independent predictors. RESULTS: We identified 2,279 low-risk labors cared for between 2008 and 2018, of whom 661 spent time in passive descent. 30 women were excluded from analysis for passive descent times greater than 248 min, two standard deviations above the mean time of 83 min (N¼2,249 labors remained with passive descent times ranging from 0 to 225 min). Passive descent time was a significant predictor of maternal hemorrhage (P<0.01), chorioamnionitis (P¼0.01), and CD (P<0.01; see Table 1 ). Increasing gestational age also predicted hemorrhage (P<0.01), whereas increasing maternal age predicted cesarean delivery. Nulliparity significantly predicted hemorrhage (P<0.01) and CD (P<0.01; see Table 1 OBJECTIVE: Many toolkits designed to support vaginal birth (VB) suggest using support measures to decrease the cesarean delivery (CD) rate. We sought to evaluate the impact of multiple complementary labor support methods on the CD rate in a low risk population. STUDY DESIGN: The pregnancy, labor, and delivery outcomes for women cared for by the Certified Nurse Midwife group at a tertiary care hospital have been prospectively entered into a quality assurance database. Of these patients considered appropriate for midwifery care, all nulliparous women without an indication for cesarean delivery on presentation to labor and delivery were included in the analysis. The following complementary measures were coded for use versus non-use: labor support doulas, laboring in water (tub or shower), creation of a birth plan, and intermittent (as opposed to continuous) fetal monitoring. An index score was created to represent the use of multiple methods, ranging from 0 (non-use of all methods) to 4 (use of all methods). Two multiple logistic regression models were created to predict CD rate, one with the index score as a single predictor and one with each method treated independently. Known risk factors for CD (maternal age, estimated gestational age, and neonatal weight) as well as labor type (induced versus spontaneous, augmented versus not) and analgesia (neuraxial versus nonneuraxial/none) were also included as predictors of CD rate in each model. Forward/ backward model building was performed to select significant factors. RESULTS: We identified 2,706 low risk laborers that were cared for between 2006 and 2018. The overall cesarean delivery rate was 21.5%. Increasing maternal age, increasing gestational age at delivery, greater infant birth weight, need for induction or augmentation, and epidural use were all associated with increasing risk of cesarean delivery (P<0.01, see Table 1 for Odds Ratios). Of the interventions designed to support vaginal birth, only intermittent monitoring was individually protective (P¼0.01). However, use of multiple methods together (as represented by incremental increases in our index score) also predicted vaginal birth (P¼0.01). CONCLUSION: In a low risk population, intermittent fetal monitoring and concurrent use of multiple labor support tools may be able to lower the cesarean delivery rate. 
We sought to determine differences in the rate of successful external cephalic version (ECV) associated with maternal height, body mass index (BMI), age, and race. STUDY DESIGN: We conducted a retrospective cohort study of 18, 896 women with singleton, breech, term gestations, and examined
